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ATTACKING JUDGE STARR

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, Former Ar-
kansas Governor Jim Guy Tucker;
Clinton business partners Jim and
Susan McDougal; former Arkansas
Judge David Hale; former Associate At-
torney General and Rose Law firm
partner of Hillary Clinton and golfing
partner, Webb Hubbell; Arkansas busi-
nessman Eugene Fitzhugh; Arkansas
businessman Charles Matthews; Arkan-
sas appraiser Robert Palmer; White-
water real estate agent Chris Wade; Ar-
kansas banker Neal Ainley; former top
Clinton aide Stephen Smith; Arkansas
Little Rock developer Larry Kuca; and
Arkansas businessman William J.
Marks, Sr., 13 people either convicted
or pleaded guilty.
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I wonder how these people feel when
they hear over and over again from
James Carville and the Clinton attack
machine, who defend ethical outrages
that Judge Starr’s investigations have
‘‘turned up nothing.’’

White House tactics bring to mind a
tactic known to every trial lawyer:
When you have the facts, argue the
facts; when you have the law, argue the
law; when you have neither the facts
nor the law, attack the prosecutor.

Nothing to show? Maybe Judge
Starr’s attackers might want to ask
those 13 people what they think.
f

DISMISSING THE ELECTION CON-
TEST AGAINST LORETTA
SANCHEZ

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on House Over-
sight, I call up a privileged resolution
(H. Res. 355) and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 355

Whereas credible allegations by contestant
Robert Dornan of election fraud in the 46th
Congressional District of California were re-
ceived by the House of Representatives and
an investigation has been conducted under
the authority of the Federal Contested Elec-
tion Act;

Whereas that investigation was repeatedly
hindered and delayed by the lack of coopera-
tion by the Department of Justice, the Im-
migration and Naturalization Service, and
key witnesses;

Whereas the delay and lack of cooperation
included the following:

(1) The refusal of the Immigration and Nat-
uralization Service to provide any informa-
tion to the Committee on House Oversight
until the Service was subpoenaed and the
failure 8 months after the subpoenas to pro-
vide the accurate information needed by the
Committee.

(2) The refusal of key witnesses to provide
evidence under the provisions of the Federal
Contested Election Act.

(3) The refusal of the Department of Jus-
tice, in complete disregard of a resolution
passed by the House of Representatives, to

enforce the Federal Contested Election Act
by prosecuting any of the 11 witnesses who
refused to comply with the provisions of
such Act which require production of evi-
dence on a timely basis;

Whereas despite the lack of full coopera-
tion from witnesses and government agen-
cies, the investigation of the election con-
test in the 46th Congressional District of
California has resulted in evidence that over
700 illegal votes were cast in that election,
including votes cast by persons who were not
citizens of the United States;

Whereas the evidence of illegal voting
comes from the following sources:

(1) The Registrar of Voters of Orange Coun-
ty has indicated that 124 absentee ballots
were cast illegally in the November 1996 Gen-
eral Election.

(2) The Committee on House Oversight’s
comparison of Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion Service records and Orange County
voter registration records provide evidence
that more than 600 additional votes were il-
legally cast in that election;

Whereas the number of votes shown to be
illegal by clear and convincing evidence is
less than the post-recount 979 vote margin
by which the election was decided;

Whereas it is critical that the incidence of
illegal voting be reduced and eliminated in
future elections and that the ability of inves-
tigators in future election contests to detect
and punish voter fraud be enhanced;

Whereas the Committee on House Over-
sight should continue its investigation of il-
legal voting practices and recommend to the
House of Representatives legislative meas-
ures to reduce voter fraud and improve the
integrity of the voting process; and

Whereas the Committee on the Judiciary
and the Committee on Appropriations should
closely examine the operations of the De-
partment of Justice and the Immigration
and Naturalization Service to ensure that
proper steps are being taken to enforce the
laws of the United States and accurately
provide information on the citizenship status
of individuals, as required by Federal law:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the election contest of Rob-
ert Dornan, contestant, against Loretta
Sanchez, contestee, relating to the office of
Representative from the 46th Congressional
District of California, is dismissed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAMP). The reported resolution con-
stitutes a question of the privileges of
the House and may be called up at any
time.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
THOMAS) is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. HOYER), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the resolution before us
dismisses the contested election in
California’s 46th District. That is clear-
ly the substance. The real story is that
in the process of examining this par-
ticular contested election, it is clear
that voter rolls across the country are
suspect.

We all know that elections are fun-
damental to our democracy. Free and
fair elections are essential in selecting
our Representatives in this Republic.
The belief on the part of people who
cast their ballot that their ballot may
be negated by someone who should not
have been able to vote in an election

erodes the fundamental basis of our de-
mocracy and our Republic.

There have been attempts in this
process to argue that our concern
about making sure that only those peo-
ple who are eligible to be registered
and, therefore, eligible to vote, was not
the focus of our concern. Their argu-
ments have been that, quite frankly,
what we are doing is ‘‘racist;’’ that we
are on a ‘‘witch hunt.’’

It is extremely difficult to under-
stand why someone would not want to
make sure that voter rolls are accu-
rate. It is without contention, Mr.
Speaker, that in those areas involving
people who wish to become naturalized
citizens that there are enormous prob-
lems today. We discovered just this
week that the Immigration and Natu-
ralization Service has hired one of the
big five accounting firms to examine
the way in which their process oper-
ates.

We have been accused of racism be-
cause we thought we needed some firm-
er identification than is currently
available from the INS. The INS now
admits that they are going to look at a
proposal which requires digitized pho-
tographs and fingerprints at the begin-
ning of the process, in the middle of
the process, and at the end of the proc-
ess.

It just seems to me that if that sys-
tem is admittedly flawed, and that peo-
ple have become citizens who should
not have become citizens, or, even
more regrettably, those private organi-
zations who participated, ostensibly, in
bringing this citizenship about, utilized
the opportunity to interact with these
nascent citizens in a way that put
them on voter rolls illegally, has got to
be investigated until it is resolved.

Included in the Coopers & Lybrand
report is the suggestion that these pri-
vate operations should be shut down.
In the particular contested election in
front of us, one of those private organi-
zations, Hermandad Nacional, had 60
percent of the people it registered
flawed. That kind of a ratio either indi-
cates sloppiness or an unwillingness to
follow the rules. Which clearly indi-
cates we should not use these private
organizations. Now, whichever instance
it is, it simply means voter rolls are
flawed.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 8 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. VERN
EHLERS), the chairman of the task
force, to give my colleagues an under-
standing of the details of this particu-
lar examination of an election beyond
the normal examination of contested
elections historically. And thank good-
ness we are finally looking at the prob-
lems behind the surface.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman of the committee for
yielding me this time. I am pleased to
come to the House and report on the
results of a very thorough investiga-
tion of the DORNAN-SANCHEZ contested
election race.

I was given the following charge by
the chairman of the committee, when I
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